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GLOSSARY

AM Arithmetic mean

ASE Asymptotic standard error of the mean

DF Degrees of freedom

EMF Electric and magnetic fields

GM Geometric mean

GSD Geometric standard deviation

LCL Lower 95% confidence interval

MF Power frequency magnetic field

N Number of units of observation

Nhat Effective sampling size (see Sec 2.4.3)

OES Occupational Employment Statistic

SAC Stakeholders Advisory Committee

SD Standard Deviation

TWA Time weighted average

UCL Upper 95% confidence interval
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